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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Final action is responsive to the response filed on 6/24/2008. 

2. In the response claims 24-42 are pending. Claims 24, 31, 34 and 40 are the independent claims 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 

this section made in this Office action: 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

4. Claims 24-29, 31-32, 34-38 and 40-14 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Flowers, Jr. 
(U.S. 5,533,174, filed Oct 26, 1993). 

Regarding Independent claim 24, A method performed by a server, comprising: (i) storing a font capabilities list for 
each of multiple client devices, each font capabilities list comprising a list of fonts for which the device has font 
structure data, the font structure data defining the structure in which text formatted with the respective font is to be 
rendered; (ii) receiving text data addressed to a designated one of the devices, the text data comprising text and font 
identifiers, the font identifiers identifying which fonts to use to render the text; (iii) comparing the font identifiers in the 
text data with the fonts in the capabilities list of the designated device, to determine the font identifiers for which the 
designated device lacks font structure data; (iv) transferring the lacking font structure data and the text data to the 
designated device. 

Flower teaches a server that includes a property list which includes font capabilities for client devices (see abstract 
column 4, lines 50-67 & column 5, lines 1-25). The font server performs all the necessary rendering calculations and 
manipulations using the fonts, furthermore translating the fonts to a compatible format based on the client devices 
capabilities/requirements. Flower describes receiving text data addressed to a device which include text and font 
identifiers (see column 5, lines 5-15). Also showing that the list is used and compared against the device 
requirements/capabilities. 

Regarding Dependent claim 25, with dependency of claim 24, Flower discloses permanently storing the received font 
structure data in the client device (see abstract, column 2, lines 50-67 & column3, lines 1 -50 & column 4, lines 50-67 & 
column 5. lines 1 -25 & fig 2, including the explanation provided in the Independent claim). 
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Regarding Dependent claim 26. whh dependency of claim 24, Flower discloses the sen er receh es the text data along 
with attendant font structure data required to render the text data, and, in step i\ , the sen er operath eh refrains from 
transferrin" the attendant front structure data to the de\ ice in response to determining in the comparing step that the 
device already has the attendant font structure data (see abstract, column 2, lines 50-67 & column3, lines 1-50 & 
column 4, lines 50-67 & column 5, lines 1-25 & fig 2, including the explanation pro\ ided in the Independent claim). 

Regarding Dependent claim 27, with dependency of claim 24, Flow er discloses requesting and receh ing the lacking 
font structure data from a third part server (see abstract, column 2, lines 50-67 & column3, lines 1-50 & column 4, lines 
50-67 & column 5, lines 1 -25 & tig 2, including the explanation provided in the Independent claim). 

Regarding Dependent claim 28, with dependency of claim 24, Flower discloses determining whether any of the font 
identifiers in the received text data that are not found in the font capabilities list of the designated de\ ice have 
equivalent counterparts that are found in the font capabilities list of the designated device (see abstract, column 2, lines 
50-67 & column3, lines 1-50 & column 4, lines 50-67 & column 5, lines 1-25 & fig 2, including the explanation 
provided in the Independent claim). 

Regarding Dependent claims 29, 32, 38 and 41, with dependency of claim 24, Flower discloses further comprising a 
step, performed before step ( i), of receh ing a list of client font capabilities from each of the client devices (see abstract, 
column 2, lines 50-67 & column3, lines 1-50 & column 4, lines 50-67 & column 5, lines 1 -25 & tig 2, including the 
explanation provided in the Independent claim). 

Regarding Independent claim 31, A method comprising the following steps performed by a server in the following 
order: (i) storing a font capabilities list for each of multiple client devices, each font capabilities list comprising a list of 
fonts for which the device has font structure data, the font structure data defining the structure in which text formatted 
with the respective font is to be rendered; (ii) receh ing text data addressed to a designated one of the devices, the text 
data comprising text and font structure data for rendering the text; (iii) determining, from the stored capabilities list for 
the designated device, whether the device already has the font structure data; and (iv) transferring the text to the device, 
and operatively refraining from transferring the font structure data to the device in response to determining, in step iii, 
that the device already has the font structure data. 
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Flower teaches a server that includes a property list which includes font capabilities lor client de\ ices (see abstract 
column 4, lines 50-67 & column 5, lines 1-25). The font server performs all the necessary rendering calculations and 
manipulations using the fonts, furthermore translating the fonts to a compatible format based on the client devices 
capabilities/requirements. Flower describes receiving text data addressed to a device which include text and font 
identifiers (see column 5, lines 5-15). .Also show ing that the list is used and compared against the de\ ice 
requirements/capabilities. 

Regarding Independent claim 34, A method comprising the follow ing steps performed by a server in the following 
order: ( i) storing a font capabilities list for each of multiple client dew ices, each font capabilities list comprising a list of 
fonts for which the device has font structure data, the font structure data defining the structure in which text formatted 
with the respective font is to be rendered; ( ii ) receb ing text data addressed to a designated one of the devices, the text 
data comprising text and font identifiers, the font identifiers identifying which fonts to use to render the text; (iii) 
determining which of the text data's font identifiers is not found in the designated device's font capabilities list; (iv) 
determining whether another font identifier exists that is the same as said not found font identifier; and (v) transferring 
the text data to the designated device. 

Flower leaches a server that includes a properly list w hich includes font capabilities lor client dew ices (see abstract 
column 4, lines 50-67 & column 5, lines 1-25). The font server performs all the necessary rendering calculations and 
manipulations using the fouls, furthermore translating the fonts to a compatible format based on the client devices 
capabilities requirements. Flower describes receiving text data addressed to a device which include text and font 
identifiers (see column 5, lines 5-15). Also showing that the list is used and compared against the device 
requirements/capabilities. 

Regarding Dependent claim 35, with dependency of claim 34, Flower discloses wherein step iv includes determining 
whether another font identifier exists in the designated font capabilities list that is the same as said not found font 
identifier (see abstract, column 2, lines 50-67 & column3, lines 1-50 & column 4, lines 50-67 & column 5, lines 1-25 & 
fig 2, including the explanation provided in the Independent claim). 
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Regarding Dependent claim 36, with dependency of claim 34, Flower discloses wherein step iv includes determining 
whether the server has font structure data for said another font identifier, and step V includes transferring said font 
structure data lor said another font identifier to the designated de\ ice (sec abstract, column 2, lines 50-67 & column3, 
lines 1-50 & column 4, lines 50-67 & column 5, lines 1 -25 & lig 2, including the explanation provided in the 
Independent claim). 

Regarding Dependent claim 37, with dependency of claim 34, Flower discloses wherein step iv includes determining 
whether another server has font structure data for said another font identifier, and obtaining said font structure data 
from said other server, and step v includes transferring said font structure data for said another font identifier to the 
designated device (see abstract, column 2, lines 50-67 & column3, lines 1 -50 & column 4, lines 50-67 & column 5, 
lines 1-25 & fig 2, including the explanation provided in the Independent claim). 

Regarding Independent claim 40, A method comprising the following steps performed by a server in the following 
order: (i) storing a font capabilities list for each of multiple client devices, each font capabilities list comprising a list of 
fonts for which the device has font structure data, the font structure data defining the structure in which text formatted 
with the respective font is to be rendered; (ii) receiving text data addressed to a designated one of the devices, the text 
data comprising text and font identifiers, the font identifiers identifying which fonts to use to render the text; (iii) 
determining which of the text data's font identifiers is not found in the designated de\ ice's font capabilities list; ( iv) 
requesting and receiving font structure data for said not found font identifier from another server; and (v) transferring 
both the text data and the font structure data for said not found font identifier to the designated device. 

Flower teaches a server that includes a property list which includes font capabilities for client devices ( see abstract 
column 4, lines 50-67 & column 5, lines 1-25). The font server performs all the necessary rendering calculations and 
manipulations using the fonts, furthermore translating the fonts to a compatible format based on the client devices 
capabilities/requirements. Flower describes receiving text data addressed to a device which include text and font 
identifiers (see column 5, lines 5-15). Also showing that the list is used and compared against the device 
requirements/capabilities. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all ob\ iousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the in\ ention was made to a person having ordinary skill 
in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

6. Claims 30, 33, 39 and 42 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable o\ er Flow ers, Jr. (U.S. 
5,533,174, filed Oct 26, 1993) further in view of Adler (U.S. 7,155,672, filed May 23, 2000). 

Regarding Dependent claims 30, 33, 39 and 42. wherein the client devices are wireless mobile communication 
devices. 

Flower teaches a server that includes a property list which includes font capabilities for client devices (see abstract 
column 4, lines 50-67 & column 5, lines 1-25). The font server performs all the necessary rendering calculations and 
manipulations using the fonts, furthermore translating the fonts to a compatible format based on the client devices 
capabilities requirements. Flower describes receiving text data addressed to a device which include text and font 
identifiers (see column 5, lines 5-15). Also showing that the list is used and compared against the device 
requirements/capabilities. Flower fails to explicitly teach that the client devices include wireless mobile communication 
devices. Adler teaches display and support for fonts on mobile devices (see abstract, fig 1 , column 3, lines 35-67 & 
column 4, lines 1-15). At the time of the invention it would ha\ e been ob\ ions for the skilled artisan to have 
implemented the teachings of Flower into the system of Adler, because both are from the same field of endeavor for 
displaying and supporting fonts on devices. The motivation for doing so would have been to reduce processing time of 
mobile devices b> implementing the font communication server of Flower with Adler. 

It is noted that any citation [[s]] to specific, pages, columns, lines, or figures in the prior art references and any 
interpretation of the references should not be considered to be limiting in any way . A reference is relevant for 
all it contains and may be relied upon for all that it would have reasonably suggested to one having ordinary 
skill in the art. [[See, MPEP 2123]] 
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Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments filed 6 24 2008 have been fully considered but are not persuasive. 

A p p l i c a n t A r g uc s : The cited Flowers pjlcni does not lea ch or >u g uest llic .-tcp ol'nrjnsrerrintf I he lacking font slruciurc 
data and the text data to the designated device," as recited in claim 24, or the step of "transferring both the text data and 
the font structure data for said not found font identifier to the designated device", as recited in claim 40. (pg 8, 
paragraph 3) 

The font sewer described in the Flowers patent does NOT, however provide any new front structure data to the 
workstation or printer to enable them to render text that would not otherwise be supported, (pg 8, paragraph 4) 

The Hxaminer Respectlulh disagrees: The FAF server sends font-related information such as font structure data 
(column 3, lines 40-52), furthermore handling all rendering calculations and manipulations that includes both the font 
and the requested data, such as characters/text (see abstract). Therefore the server transfers the lacking font structure 
data and the text data to the client device. The client would obviously be lacking the font structure thereby placing the 
request in the first place. The font server already provides new font structure or customized fonts to the client to enable 
them to render text that would not otherwise be supported by the client device (see column 7, lines 5-20). 

Applicant Argues: The F l owers patent doc.-, not leach or Mtggcsl the st ep of "transferri n'-', the lest to the d c \ ice, and 
operatively refraining from transferring the font structure data to the device in response to determining, in step iii, that 
the device already has the font data structure", (pg 9, paragraph 2) 

The Flowers patent does not teach or suggest the step of "determining whether another font identifier exists that is the 
same as said not found font identifier." (pg 10, paragraph 1) 

The Examiner Respectfully disagrees: The FAF font server and the client device communicate using name-identifiers 
for various characters and property lists (see column 12, lines 1 5-67). The name-identifier* and property lists are used 
by the client device to request a font from the FAF, thus if the device already contains the front structure data then the 
server's list avoids sending the font structure because such would not be defined in the list, thereby processing only the 
request and thereby minimizing network traffic. Furthermore the FAF determines if another font identifier exists that is 
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the same ;is the missing lout identifier within the list based on the printing ;md display requirements, this was the FAF 
already knows by checking its loin identifier list which font identifiers are missing in the client's request. 

It is not necessary that the references actually suggest, expressly or in so many words the changes or 
improvements that applicant has made. The test for combining references is what the references as a whole would 
have suggested to one of ordinary skill in the art. In re Sheckler, 1 68 USPQ 7 1 6 (CCPA 1 97 1 ); In re McLaughlin 1 70 
USPQ 209 (CCPA 1971); In re Young 159 USPQ 725 (CCPA 1968). 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of 
this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a) will be calculated from 
the mailing dale of the ad\ isory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period lor reply expire later than SIX MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should be directed to 
Manglcsh M. Palcl whose telephone number is (57 1 ) 272-5937. The examiner can normally be reached on M, W 6 am-3 pm T, 
TH 6 am-2pm, Fr 9am-6pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Stephen S. I long can be 
reached on (571) 272-4124. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is a\ ailable through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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